The purpose of this contribution is to formulate ways in which the homonymy of socalled 'Modal Particles' and their etymons can be handled. Our aim is to show that not only a strategy for this type of homonymy can be worked out, but also a formalization of information beyond propositional content can be introduced with a view to its MT application.
Introduction
During the almost 40 years of its existence machine translation has undergone a considerable refinement in the fields of both syntactic parsing and semantic representation. The development of MT can be seen as a tendency to incorporate more and more linguistic knowledge into [:he formalization of translational processes. Formalization has thus become a keyword for MT and has had several major implications. Firstly, it refers to the hypothesis that everything related to a given language is s t r u c t u r e d in one way or another. Secondly, formalization is an o b j e c t i v e m e a n s of testing the validity of the linguist's hypotheses about linguistic phenomena. Thirdly, it involves the linguist's h o p e that anything that has to do with language can in fact be formalized.
At present, there are several semantic theories which could be labelled "formal semantics". 
Resolution of Homon£my
As far as homonymy is concerned, clearly the task is to set up formal rules for the categorization of a given word as opposed to its alternative morphological and syntactic status.
The implication of the assignation of such homonymous lexemes to certain classes of words is by no means a matter of "simple" selection restriction at surface level. Each modal particle has preserved much of its etymon's syntactic and semantic properties.
Given this, it follows that the ambiguity may be resolved by constructing small "subgrammars" for each of these particles, so as not only to set them apart from their homonyms, but also to take into consideration the whole co~nunicative content of the sentence.
Thus, a subgrammar recognizing onl[ -either as a logical operator, with its restrictive meaning, or as a modal particle, with its vague and, in a sense, antonymous meaning --would have to be capable of manipulating information from different levels. By comparing sentences /la/ and /ib/ it could be concluded that, say, ~ is an operator when it precedes an NP /e.g. Det + Adj + N/ and is a particle when followed by too. But this assumption can readily be proved faulty by considering /6/: 
